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COMMUNICATIONS METHODS AND
APPARATUS FOR USE IN COMMUNICATING
WITH COMMUNICATIONS PEERS

FIELD

Various embodiments relate to wireless communications
methods and apparatus and, more particularly, to wireless
communications methods and apparatus for communicating
information and building trust between various communica-
tions devices, e.g., nodes, which support peer to peer signal-
ing.

BACKGROUND

Wireless communications are increasingly gaining accep-
tance and are being increasingly relied upon as a convenient
medium to communicate many types of information, in addi-
tion to being used for voice calls. One area experiencing rapid
growth is the field of ad hoc networks utilizing peer to peer
communications. In an ad hoc and geographically limited
environment, it would be desirable for a user to be able to
transmit different types of messages, e.g., advertisements,
requests, news, etc., to each of the other users located within
the range of his/her device. However, a receiving user, who
has never dealt with the sender before, may have no way to
determine whether or not the sender can be trusted and
whether or not it is worthwhile to spend time to reply to the
sender’s message. Note that such lack of trust among users is
independent from being able to validate the signature carried
by the message. In fact, a malicious user can sign and trans-
mit, e.g., multicast, a message, and the receivers may be able
to validate the signature, but this does not mean that the
sender is sincere about his/her intention. Consequently, a user
acting upon a received message from an untrustworthy or
malicious user may end up as a victim. A similar trust prob-
lem occurs from the sender’s perspective with regard to
response from users whom the sender does not already know.

Based on the above discussion, it would be advantageous if
new methods and/or apparatus could be developed that allow
wireless devices to gather and/or exchange trust related infor-
mation. New methods and apparatus that facilitate a trustwor-
thiness determination of information communicated in a mes-
sage would also be beneficial.

SUMMARY

Methods and apparatus related to the determination of the
trustworthiness of information communicated in a message
and/or the exchange of trust information are described. Vari-
ous described methods and apparatus are well suited to peer to
peer wireless communications in an ad-hoc network.

Some methods and apparatus relate to a communications
device determining trustworthiness of a received message.
For example, in an ad hoc peer to peer communications net-
work, at a given time, a first communications node may have
a trust relationship with a first set of nodes. Different com-
munications nodes in the network may have trust relation-
ships with different sets of nodes. There may be, and typically
is, at least some overlap between at least some of the different
sets of nodes. In accordance with a feature of some embodi-
ments, this overlap is utilized to propagate trust information.
In some embodiments, the first communications device may
receive a message from a second communications device
which is not a member of the first set of nodes. The first
communications device may also receive trust related infor-
mation from one of the members of the first set of nodes in a
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second message. The first communications device determines
the trustworthiness of the information communicated in the
first message based on the received trust related information
from the second message. The first communications device
makes an informed decision as to whether or not to act upon
the first message based upon its trustworthiness determina-
tion.

An exemplary method of operating a first communications
node, in accordance with one exemplary embodiment, com-
prises receiving a first message from a second communica-
tions node, said first message communicating information,
receiving a second message from a third communications
node with which there is a trust relationship, and determining
the trustworthiness of the information communicated by the
first message based on information communicated by the
second message. An exemplary first communications node,
implemented in accordance with one exemplary embodi-
ment, comprises at least one processor configured to receive
afirst message from a second communications node, said first
message communicating information, receive a second mes-
sage from a third communications node with which there is a
trust relationship, and determine the trustworthiness of the
information communicated by the first message based on
information communicated by the second message. The first
communications node may, and in some embodiments does,
include a memory coupled to said at least one processor.

Some methods and apparatus relate to the propagation of
trust information in a wireless communications network, e.g.,
a peer to peer ad hoc wireless communications network.
Some embodiments include the generation and transmission
of'a novel trust propagation message. In some embodiments,
a novel trust confirmation request message is used.

An exemplary method of operating a first communications
node, in accordance with some embodiments, comprises
receiving a first message from a second communications node
with which there is a trust relationship, the first message
including message source verification information and a mes-
sage identifier identifying a second message sent from the
second communications node, and transmitting a third mes-
sage to a third communications node with which there is a
trust relationship, the third message including message
source verification information and said message identifier.
An exemplary first communications node implemented in
accordance with an exemplary embodiment comprises at
least one processor configured to receive a first message from
a second communications node with which there is a trust
relationship, the first message including message source veri-
fication information and a message identifier identifying a
second message sent from the second communications node,
and transmit a third message to a third communications node
with which there is a trust relationship, the third message
including message source verification information and said
message identifier. The first communications node may, and
in some embodiments does, include amemory coupled to said
at least one processor.

While various embodiments have been discussed in the
summary above, it should be appreciated that not necessarily
all embodiments include the same features and some of the
features described above are not necessary but can be desir-
able in some embodiments. Numerous additional features,
embodiments and benefits of various embodiments are dis-
cussed in the detailed description which follows.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary communications network,
in accordance with an exemplary embodiment.
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FIG. 2 illustrates exemplary signaling exchanges between
communication nodes and steps associated with an exem-
plary method that supports communicating messages, e.g.,
service offers, and/or advertisements, in accordance with one
exemplary embodiment.

FIG. 3 illustrates exemplary signaling exchanges between
communication nodes and steps associated with an exem-
plary method that supports communicating messages, e.g.,
service offers, and/or advertisements, in accordance with
another exemplary embodiment.

FIG. 4 illustrates exemplary signaling exchanges between
communication nodes and steps associated with an exem-
plary method that supports communicating messages, e.g.,
service offers, and/or advertisements, in accordance with yet
another exemplary embodiment.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart of an exemplary method of operating
a first communications node in accordance with one exem-
plary embodiment.

FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary message format for an
exemplary second message, e.g., a trust propagation message,
in accordance with one exemplary embodiment.

FIG. 7 illustrates an exemplary communications node
which can be used in the network of FIG. 1.

FIG. 8 illustrates an assembly of modules which can be
used in the exemplary communications node of FIG. 7.

FIG. 9 is a flowchart of an exemplary communications
method in accordance with one exemplary embodiment.

FIG. 10 illustrates an exemplary format of an exemplary
request confirmation message.

FIG. 11 illustrates another exemplary format of an exem-
plary request confirmation message.

FIG. 12 illustrates yet another exemplary format of an
exemplary request confirmation message.

FIG. 13 illustrates another exemplary communications
node which can be used in the network of FIG. 1.

FIG. 14 illustrates an assembly of modules which can be
used in the exemplary communications node of FIG. 13.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 is a drawing of an exemplary communications net-
work 100, e.g., an ad-hoc peer to peer wireless communica-
tions network, implemented in accordance with one exem-
plary embodiment. Exemplary communications network 100
includes a plurality of communication nodes (communica-
tionnode A 102, communication node B 104, communication
node C 106, 17 communication node 108, node E 110,
and . .., N* communication node 112) which support wire-
less communications, e.g., peer to peer wireless communica-
tions. Although few communications nodes have been shown
in the communications network 100, it should be appreciated
that the density of communication nodes in the network 100
may, and sometimes does, vary. The wireless communica-
tions nodes (102, 104, 106, 108, 110, . . . , 112) support
various signaling between peers, e.g., peer discovery signals,
transmission request signals, advertisement messages, etc.
Wireless communications nodes (102, 104, 106, 108,
110, . . ., 112) may be, e.g., handheld battery powered
devices.

In accordance with one scenario of one exemplary embodi-
ment, communication node A 102 transmits, e.g., multicasts,
a message 120 to a number of communications nodes which
may be located in a local geographic region covered by the
communications network 100. In one exemplary variation,
message 120 is transmitted multiple times by node A 102 in
accordance with a predetermined schedule for a given period
of time, e.g., the transmission of message 120 is periodic for
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the given period of time. As shown in FIG. 1 message 120
may be received by a plurality of communication nodes, e.g.,
node B 104, node C 106, I communication node 108, node E
110, and N? communication node 112. The message 120, in
some embodiments include, at least one of a service offer,
service request, advertisement, and media content. As an
example consider a scenario in which the user of communi-
cations node A 102 is offering to one or more other network
100 users, a car ride from a first location, location X, to
another location, location Y. For example, location X is Som-
erset, N.J. and location Y is Manhattan, N.Y. Thus in this
example, we can refer to message 120 as a service offer
message. Although message 120 may carry sending node A’s
signature it should be appreciated that the sending node A 102
may not disclose its true or complete identity in the message
120. In accordance with one aspect, some of the communi-
cation nodes, e.g., node B 104, may have a trust relationship
with node A 102, and node B 104 may be included in a buddy
list ofnode A 102. The buddy listofnode A 102 includes, e.g.,
information identifying and/or pertaining to one or more
communication nodes that have an existing trust relationship
with node A 102. The trust relationship may exist, for
example because one of nodes A 102 and node B 104 may
have used a service offered by the other one ofnode A 102 and
node B 104 at some earlier point in time and at least one of
node A 102 and node B 104 has concluded that the other one
of' node A 102 and node B 104 is trustworthy.

In one exemplary scenario in one exemplary embodiment,
communications node A 102 and communications node B
104 have a trust relationship, and communications node B
104 and communications node C 106 have a trust relation-
ship. Further consider that communications node A 102 and
communications node C 106 do not have a trust relationship.
Further consider that a user of a communications node, e.g., a
user of node C 106, who may have not dealt with the user of
node A 102 previously, may be interested in the offered ser-
vice, e.g., ride offered by the user of node A 102. In accor-
dance with one aspect, communications node C 106 may wish
to determine whether or not the node A 102, which is offering
the service, is trustworthy and/or may wish to determine
validity with regard to message 120. In other words, since a
trust relationship does not exist between node A 102 and node
C 106, node C 106 may wish to find out the reputation of node
A 102 and validity of message 120 from node A 102. It should
be appreciated that this can be a genuine concern from the
perspective of the user of node C 106, since it is possible that
some malicious user may advertise a false service offer, e.g.,
a car ride, and later may not show up at the indicated pick-up
location. Thus, in such a case involving a malicious user
sending the service offer message, node C 106 may end up
wasting time at the pick-up location. In accordance with one
aspect, some users, ¢.g., user of node B 104, who is aware of
the credibility of node A 102 may help to propagate trust to
other nodes so that the nodes which are interested in the
service offered by node A 102, may know that the sender of
message 120 is genuine and trustworthy. In some embodi-
ments, there may be a number of such nodes present in the
network 100 which have previously dealt with node A 102,
and based on their past experiences with node A 102, one or
more of these nodes can help propagate trust.

In addition to the transmission of message signal 120,
various other signaling may occur in the network 100. For
example, in one exemplary embodiment in one exemplary
scenario, node A 102 also communicates a message 122, e.g.,
atrust build-up message, to one or more nodes in its buddy list
with which there is a trust relationship, e.g., node B 104. In
some embodiments, message 122 includes message source
verification information, e.g., a unique identifier, identifying
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message 120 sent from node A 102. It should be appreciated
that one of the motives behind sending message 122, e.g., the
trust build-up message, is to engage the maximum number of
trusted buddies, e.g., users trusted by node A 102, to contrib-
ute in routing node A’s credibility/trustworthiness within
their own contacts and/or their own trusted buddies, e.g., if
they are queried about node A 102’s trustworthiness. Another
motive behind sending message 122 from node A 102 to its
trusted buddies is to enable these trusted buddies to validate
message 120 since node A 102 may not disclose its true
identity in the message 120. In accordance with one aspect,
following the receipt of message 122, node B 104 may start
propagating trust among node B’s trusted peers, validating
the fact that the sender of message 120, i.e., node A 102,
and/or the message 120, are trustworthy. In some embodi-
ments, the trust propagation from node B 104 may be done by
sending another message 126, e.g., a trust propagation mes-
sage, from node B 102 to its trusted peers, e.g., node C 106. In
some embodiments, node B 104 may transmit message 126 in
response to a request message 124, e.g., a trust confirmation
request message, from a trusted peer, e.g., node C 106. For
example, node C 106 which has a trust relationship with node
B 104, might be interested in the service offered by node A
102 and sends request message 124 to its trusted peers in its
buddy list which includes node B 104, to seek their opinion
about node A 102. In some such embodiments, node B 104
responds to the request message 124 by sending message 126.
In some embodiments, the request message 124 includes the
message identifier identifying message 120 and at least one of
a sender signature or message authentication code. In some
such embodiments, the message identifier is a unique identi-
fier identifying message 120 sent from node A 102.

In accordance with one aspect, once node C 106 deter-
mines that the sender of message 120, e.g., user of node A 102
offering the ride is trustworthy, node C 106 may communicate
a response, e.g., response message 128, in response to mes-
sage 120. Such a response message may serve as a signal from
node C 106 indicating node C’s interest in the service offered
by node A 102. In some, but not necessarily all, embodiments
the response message 128 is not sent directly from node C 106
to node A 102. Rather response message 128 is communi-
cated from node C 106 to node B 104 with which node C 106
has a trust relationship. Following the receipt of response
message 128 from node C 106, node B 104 communicates
another response message 130 to node A 102. Response mes-
sage 130, in some embodiments, includes at least a portion of
response message 128 and security information correspond-
ing to node B 104. Response message 130, in some embodi-
ments, includes response message 128 and security informa-
tion corresponding to node B 104. It should be appreciated
that since response message 130 is sent by node B 104, which
is trusted by node A 102, node A 102 will be able to determine
that response message 130 and its contents can be trusted. In
this manner, node A 102 may determine that node C 106 is
genuinely interested in using the service offered by node A
102.

FIG. 2 is adrawing 200 illustrating the steps and associated
signaling used in one exemplary embodiment where a com-
munication node, e.g., node A 102, transmits, e.g., multicasts,
message MSG 1 203, e.g., a service offer message, which is
received by communications node B 104 and communica-
tions node C 106. Although message MSG 1 203 is described
as conveying a service offer in this example, it should be
appreciated that message 203 may, in some embodiments
does, include, e.g., one or more of: a service request, adver-
tisement, media content, etc. For the purpose of this example
consider that communications node A 102 has a trust rela-
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tionship with communications node B 104, and communica-
tions node C 106 has a trust relationship with communica-
tions node B 104. Further consider that node A 102 does not
have a pre-existing trust relationship with node C 106. Con-
tinuing with the example, consider that communications node
C 106 is interested in the offered service indicated in message
203, which is being offered by node A 102. In this particular
example the process is initiated by node A 102, which wishes
to offer a service, for example, a car ride from location X to
locationY. In step 202 node A 102 transmits, e.g., multicasts,
MSG 1 203, e.g., the service offer message, to one or more
nodes in a geographic area including nodes B 104 and C 106.
Message MSG 1 203 is received and processed by node B 104
and node C 106 in steps 204 and 206 respectively.

In step 208 node A 102 sends message MSG 2 210, e.g., a
trust build-up message, to node B 104. In some embodiments,
message MSG 2 210 is sent to additional nodes in node A’s
buddy list with which node A 102 has a trust relationship. In
some embodiments MSG 2 210, includes message source
verification information, e.g., a unique identifier, identifying
message MSG 1 203, which was sent from node A 102. It
should be appreciated that such information may be included
in message MSG 2 210, so that the trusted buddy node B 104
can validate message MSG 1 203. In step 212, message MSG
2 210 is received and processed by the second node B 104.
Message MSG 2 210 may, for example, include a request
from node A 102 to its trusted peers such as node B 104 that
receive the message 210, to propagate the credibility infor-
mation/trustworthiness of node A 102, to other members in
the area which may be interested in offered service but are not
aware of the trustworthiness of node A 102. Thus, node B 104
which has a trust relationship with node A 102 and is aware of
node A’s reputation, can help node A 102. For example node
B 104 can propagate a good word about node A 102 among
other members in the network, e.g., members such as node C
106, which have a trust relationship with node B 104 but not
with node A 102.

In step 214 node C 106, which is interested in the offered
service indicated in message MSG 1 203, may optionally
send a request 216, e.g., a trust confirmation request message,
to one or more of its trusted peers, following the receipt of
message MSG 1 203. Request message 216 may be a request
to node C’s trusted peers to confirm if the sender of message
MSG 1 203 and the contents of the message MSG 1 203 can
be trusted. In some embodiments there is a reasonable prob-
ability that in a geographic area, one or more nodes which are
trusted by node C 106 may be aware of the reputation of node
A 102, e.g., due to a past dealing with node A 102. In the
example of FIG. 2, node B 104 is one such node that has a trust
relationship with both nodes A 102 and C 106. In step 218
node B 104 receives request message 216. In step 220, node
B 104 starts propagating trust among node B’s trusted peers,
e.g., that the sender of the message MSG 1 203, i.e., node A
102, and/or the message MSG 1 203 contents, are trustwor-
thy. Node B 104 does this by sending MSG 3 222, e.g., atrust
propagation message, to its trusted peers. In the embodiments
where node B 104 receives the request message 216 from
node C 106, MSG 3 222 is sent in response to the request
message 216.

The message MSG 3 222 is received by node C 106 in step
224, and is subject to further processing to determine the
trustworthiness of the information communicated by mes-
sage MSG 1203, based on the information communicated by
message MSG 3 222. In some embodiments message MSG 3
222 includes source verification information, e.g., signature
of'the sender, message authentication code (MAC), and infor-
mation for verifying that the information communicated by
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message MSG 1203 has not been altered. It should be appre-
ciated that source verification information such as sender
(node B 104) signature may help the receiver node C 106 to
verify the authenticity of message MSG 3 222 and thus ensure
that message MSG 3 222 is coming from a trusted source. In
some embodiments message MSG 3 222 also includes a
rating level indicator indicating, e.g., different possible rating
levels. For example, the rating level indicator may indicate
one of a trustworthiness rating, a service cost rating, a quality
rating. In some embodiments, the higher the trustworthiness
ratings the more the peer offering the service can be trusted. A
quality rating, for example, may indicate the quality of ser-
vice provided, e.g., in the example of car ride, a high quality
rating may indicate how prompt the sender of the message
will pick-up or for example the comfort level of the car, etc. In
step 226, following the receipt of MSG 3 222 from entrusted
peer node B 104 and after determining that the information
communicated by the message MSG 1 203 is trustworthy,
node C 106 sends a response to node A 102 through node B
104 which has trust relationship with node A 102. The
response being sent from node C 106 is in response to mes-
sage MSG 1 203, e.g., the service offer message, received
from node A 102 earlier. The response may be, for example,
an indication and/or an acknowledgment that node C 106 is
interested in using the service offered by node A 102 and
would like to interact directly with node A 102. Node C 106
sends a response message Response 1 227 to node B 104
which receives the response message Response 1 227 in step
228. In step 228 node B 104 generates a response message
Response 2 229, in some embodiments, by modifying the
received message 227 to include, e.g., some security infor-
mation corresponding to node B 104. The response message
Response 2 229, which includes the information communi-
cated from node C 106 in response message Response 1 227,
is then communicated to node A 102 from node B 104.
Response message Response 2 229 is received by node A 102
in step 230 and node A 102 can trust the response message
Response 2 229 since it is sent from the trusted node B 104.
After receiving the response from node C 106, both node A
102 and C 106 may start negotiating with each other directly.
When the trust relationship is established between node A
102 and node C 106, then the nodes A 102 and C 106 may start
pairing and exchange certificates, e.g., spectrum use authori-
zation documents, their IP address, public keys etc.

FIG. 3 is adrawing 300 illustrating the steps and associated
signaling used in another exemplary embodiment where a
communication node A 102 transmits, e.g., multicasts, mes-
sage MSG 1303, e.g., a service offer message. In the example
of FIG. 3, consider that node A 102 has a trust relationship
with node B 104, node C 106 has a trust relationship with
node B 104, and node A 102 does not have a pre-existing trust
relationship with node C 106. Further consider that node C
106 is interested in a service offered indicated in message
MSG 1 303, offered by node A 102. In step 302 node A 102
transmits, e.g., multicasts, MSG 1 303 to nodes B 104 and C
106. The message MSG 1 303 is received and processed by
node B 104 and node C 106 in steps 304 and 306 respectively.
Communications node C 106, being interested in the service
offered by node A 102, sends a request (1) message 316, e.g.,
a trust confirmation request message, to the trusted nodes in
its buddy list, e.g., node B 104. The request (1) message signal
316 is similar to the request message 216 discussed in the
example of FIG. 2 and thus will not be discussed in detail
again. In step 310 node B 104 receives and processes the
request (1) message 316. Node B 104 generates a request (2)
message 316, e.g., a trust confirmation request message,
using the information included in the request (1) message
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316. Node B 104 then sends the request (2) message 316' to
node A 102 that sent message MSG 1 303. In some embodi-
ments node B 104 may simply relay the received request (1)
message to node A 102 rather than generating and sending
request (2) message 316'.

In step 312 node A 102 receives the request (2) message
316/, i.e., the trust confirmation request message. Following
the receipt of, and in response to the request message (2) 316,
instep 314 node A 102 sends MSG 2 310, e.g., atrust build-up
message, to node B 104. It should be appreciated that an
interesting difference in the embodiment presented in FIG. 3
from that of FIG. 2 is that in the embodiment of FIG. 3
message MSG 2 310, e.g., the trust build-up message, is sent
from node A 102 if some other node, e.g., node C 106 in this
case, shows interest in the offered service, whereas in the
embodiment of FIG. 2 message MSG 2 210, e.g., the trust
build-up message, is sent without requiring the reception of a
signaling indicating a show of interest. Thus the approach of
FIG. 3 can reduce the use of airlink resources. For example, in
the example of FIG. 3 in the event that a request confirmation
message is not detected by node A 102, message 2 310 is not
transmitted. MSG 2 310 of FIG. 3 is the same or similar to the
MSG 2 210 of FIG. 2, and the information that MSG 2 310
may communicate is similar or the same as with MSG 2 210
which has been discussed in detail in the FIG. 2 example. In
step 318 node B 104 receives message MSG 2 310 and using
the information included in the message MSG 2 310 validates
message MSG 1 303. In step 320, node B 104 sends MSG 3
322, i.e., a trust propagation message, to node C 106, in
response to the request (1) message 316 that node B 104
received earlier. The message MSG 3 322 is the same or
similar to MSG 3 222 which has been discussed in detail
earlier in the FIG. 2 example and thus the details will not be
repeated. It should be appreciated that message MSG 3 322 in
this example is sent to the node sending the request message
(1) 316 and not to multiple trusted nodes which may not be
even interested in service offered by node A 102. This is done
in order to avoid unnecessary broadcast of MSG 3 322 mes-
sage 322 and wastage of airlink resources. In some embodi-
ments, the transmission power level of message MSG 3 322
can be lower than it would otherwise be if the MSG 3 322
message were being directed to multiple trusted nodes.

Message MSG 3 322 is received by node C 106 in step 324,
and is subject to further processing to determine the trustwor-
thiness of the information communicated in MSG 1303, e.g.,
the service offer message, based on the information commu-
nicated by the message MSG 3 322. In some embodiments
message MSG 3 322 includes source verification informa-
tion, e.g., signature of the sender, message authentication
code (MAC), and information for verifying that the informa-
tion communicated by the MSG 1 303 has notbeen altered. In
step 326, following the receipt of message MSG 3 322 from
trusted peer node B 104 and after determining that the infor-
mation communicated by message MSG 1 303 is trustworthy,
node C 106 sends a response to node A 102 through node B
104 which has a trust relationship with node A 102. The
response being sent from node C 106 is in response to mes-
sage MSG 1 303 received from node A 102 earlier. Node C
106 sends a response 1 message 327 to node B 104 which
receives the response 1 message 327 in step 328. Further in
step 328 node B 104 generates a response 2 message 329, in
some embodiments, by modifying the received response 1
message 327 to include, e.g., some security information cor-
responding to node B 104. The response 2 message 329,
which includes the information communicated from node C
106 in response 1 message 327, is then communicated to node
A 102 from node B 104. Response 2 message 329 is received
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by node A 102 in step 330 and since it is being sent by the
trusted node B 104, node A 102 can trust the response 2
message 329.

FIG. 4 is a drawing 400 illustrating steps and associated
signaling used in yet another exemplary embodiment where
communication node A 102 transmits, e.g., multicasts, MSG
1 403, e.g., a service offer message as shown. In the exem-
plary embodiment shown in FIG. 4, consider that node A 102
has a trust relationship with node B 104, node B 104 has a
trust relationship with node E 110, and node C 106 has a trust
relationship with node E 110. However node A 102 does not
have a pre-existing trust relationship with node C 106, and
node B 104 does not have a pre-existing trust relationship
with node C 106. Also, consider that node C 106 is interested
in a service offer indicated by MSG 1 403, oftered by node A
102. Thus, in the example discussed in FIG. 4 there may be no
common node that has a trust relationship with both the
service offering node A 102 and node C 106 which is inter-
ested in the offered service.

In step 402 node A 102 transmits, e.g., multicasts, MSG 1
403, e.g., a service offer message, to nodes B 104, E 110 and
C 106. Message MSG 1 403 is received and processed by
node B102, node E 110 and node C 106 in steps 404, 406 and
408 respectively. In step 409 node A 102 sends a message
MSG 2410, e.g., atrust build-up message, to the trusted node
B 104. MSG 2 410 includes information, e.g., a unique iden-
tifier, identifying message MSG 1 403 sent from node A 102,
so that the trusted buddy node B 104 can validate message
MSG 1 403. In step 412, message MSG 2 410 is received and
processed by the second node B 104. On the other hand, node
C 106 being interested in the service offered by node A 102,
seeks to gather credibility information about the sender of
message MSG 1 403. Thus, in step 414 node C 106 sends a
request message 416, e.g., trust confirmation request mes-
sage, to the trusted nodes in its buddy list, e.g., node E 110.
Request message 416 may be sent from node C 106 to one or
more of its trusted nodes to gather credibility about node A
102 that sent message MSG 1 403, e.g., to determine if the
sending node and the contents of the message MSG 1 403 can
be trusted. Request message 416 is received and processed by
node E 110 in step 417. It should be noted that in this example,
node E 110 does not have a trust relationship with node A 102
and may not have enough credibility information about node
A 102 to determine trustworthiness of node A 102. Also, since
node E 110 does not receive MSG 2 410, e.g., the trust
build-up message, at this point node E 110 does not have the
information to validate message MSG 1 403. Thus, in order to
help its trusted buddy node C 106, in step 417 node E 110
sends another request message 416' that includes the infor-
mation included in request message 416 along with security
information corresponding to node E 110, to one or more of
its trusted buddies such as node B 104 in this case. The
security information, e.g., sender signature, is included by the
communications node E 110 in the message 416' so that
communications node B 104 that receives the message 416'
may know that the request is being made by a trusted buddy.
In some embodiments, node B 104 may not respond to trust
confirmation requests made by non-trusted nodes. Message
416' is received and processed by node B 104 in step 418.

In step 420 node B 104 sends MSG 3 422, e.g., a trust
propagation message, to node C 106, in response to the
request message 417. Message MSG 3 422 of the example of
FIG. 4is the same as or similar to message MSG 3 222 of FIG.
2 or message MSG 3 322 of FIG. 3 which have been discussed
in detail earlier and thus will not be discussed in detail again
to avoid repetition. Message MSG 3 422 is sent to the node E
110 that sent the request message 416' and not to multiple
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trusted nodes which may not be even interested in service
offered by node A 102. Message MSG 3 422 is received by
node E 110 in step 424. In step 428, the received message
MSG 3 422 is forwarded by node E 110 to node C 106 as
message 429. Message 429 includes the information included
in MSG 3 422 along with security information corresponding
to node E 110, so that node C 106 may know that the message
429 is being sent by its trusted buddy in response to request
message 416. In step 430, message 429 is received by node C
106 and is subject to further processing to determine the
trustworthiness of the information communicated earlier by
message MSG 1 403, based on the information communi-
cated by the message 429. In step 432, following the receipt of
the message 429 from trusted peer node E 110 and after
determining that the information communicated by message
MSG 1 403 is trustworthy, node C 106 sends a response
message in response to message MSG 1 403 received earlier,
to node A 102 through node E 110 and node B 104. Although
the response may be communicated in multiple hops to node
A 102, it should be appreciated that in this manner the
response is routed from one trusted node to another trusted
node and thus node A 102 which finally receives the response
can trust the authenticity and integrity of the sent response. In
step 432 response 1 433 is sent from node C 106 to the trusted
buddy node E 110 which receives the response 1 433 in step
434. Further in step 434 node E 110 generates another mes-
sage, response 2 435, which in some embodiments is gener-
ated by modifying the received response 1 433 to include,
e.g., some security information corresponding to node E 110.
The response 2 435, which includes the response communi-
cated from node C 106, is then communicated by node E 110
to its trusted buddy node B 104. In step 436, node B 104
receives and processes the response 2 435 to include some
security information corresponding to node B 104. The
response message including security information corre-
sponding to node B 104 is then communicated in step 436, as
response 3 437 to node A 102. It should be appreciated that
response 3 437 includes the information communicated by
the response 1 433 from node C 106, although routed through
different trusted nodes. Response 3 437 is received by node A
102 in step 438 and since it is being sent by the trusted node
B 104, node A 102 can trust the response.

FIG. 5 is a flowchart 500 of an exemplary method of
operating a first communications node, e.g., peer to peer
communications node C 106 of FIG. 1, in accordance with an
exemplary embodiment. Operation of the exemplary method
starts in step 502 where the first communications node is
powered on and initialized. Operation proceeds from start
step 502 to step 504.

In step 504 the first communications node receives a first
message, e.g., a service offer message, from a second com-
munications node, e.g., node A 102, said first message com-
municating information. In the embodiment discussed in
flowchart 500, the first communications node does not have a
pre-existing trust relationship with the second communica-
tions node. The first message includes at least one of a service
offer, service request, advertisement and media content. For
the example discussed in flowchart 500 consider that the first
message includes a service offer, e.g., an offer for a car ride
from location X to locationY. The sender of the first message,
i.e., the second communications node may, for example,
transmit, e.g., multicast, the first message to a plurality of
nodes in a geographic region, e.g., such as the one covered by
network 100 of FIG. 1. In some embodiments the first mes-
sage includes location information. In some such embodi-
ments the location information is global positioning system
(GPS) based location information. For example, the location
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information in the first message may be the location of an area
from where the second communications node sending the
first message would like to pick-up other users interested in
the ride. In some embodiments, the operation proceeds from
step 504 to step 506. In some embodiments the operation
proceeds from step 504 to 507. It should be appreciated that
both steps 506 and 507 are optional and one or more of steps
506 and 507 may be skipped.

In the optional step 506, following the receipt of the first
message the first node communicates a trust confirmation
request message to one or more of its trusted nodes, e.g., to
communications node B 104. The first communications node
may have a list of trusted nodes to which it may communicate
one or more messages such as a trust confirmation request
message during the operation. The trust confirmation request
message may be sent to one or more trusted nodes, so that first
communications node can gather information, e.g., credibil-
ity or trustworthiness information about the second node.
Operation proceeds from step 506 to step 508.

In step 507 which may be performed in some embodi-
ments, the first node sends the trust confirmation request
message to one or more trusted nodes for propagation to a
node having a trust relationship with the second node. This
may be done in some embodiments, for example where the
first communications node and the second communications
node do not have a common trusted buddy. Thus, in such a
case, the trust confirmation request message may be propa-
gated from the first node to its trusted buddy, e.g., which
further propagates the message to the trusted members in its
own buddy list and so on. In this manner the trust confirma-
tion request message is propagated to a node having a trust
relationship with the second node. The operation proceeds
from step 507 to step 508.

In step 508, the first communications node receives a sec-
ond message, e.g., trust propagation message, from a third
communications node with which there is a trust relationship,
the third communications node being one of the one or more
nodes trusted by the first communications node. In some
embodiments the third communications node has a trust rela-
tionship with the first node. In some embodiments, the first
communications node receives the second message, e.g., the
trust propagation message in response to the trust confirma-
tion request communicated to the trusted third communica-
tions node (e.g., communicated in step 506 carlier). In some
embodiments the third node is within one of a predetermined
range of the location indicated in the first message or within a
range, indicated in the first message, of the location indicated
in the first message.

In some embodiments the information communicated by
the second message, e.g., the trust propagation message,
includes second message source verification information,
e.g., signature of the sender, message authentication code
(MAC), and information for verifying that the information
communicated by the first message has not been altered. It
should be appreciated that source verification information
such as a sender signature may help the first communications
node to verify the authenticity of the second message and thus
ensure that the second message is coming from a trusted
source. In some embodiments the second message also
includes a rating level indicator indicating one of a plurality
of'possible rating levels. For example, there may be two, three
oreven more different rating levels. In some embodiments the
rating level indicator may indicate one of a trustworthiness
rating, a service cost rating, and a quality rating. A higher
trustworthiness rating, for example, means that the peer offer-
ing the service can be trusted. Thus, by way of a rating level,
the trusted third communications node that is responding to

10

15

20

25

30

40

45

50

55

60

65

12

the trust confirmation request, may express its approval, dis-
approval and/or some other opinion regarding the second
communications node’s offer of service.

Operation proceeds from step 508 to step 510. In step 510,
first communications node determines, based on the informa-
tion communicated by the second message, whether or not the
information communicated by the first message is trustwor-
thy. For example, the third communications node may have
dealt with the second communications node earlier or have
had used some service offered by second communications
node. Based on the past experience, third communications
node may categorize the second node, e.g., as trustworthy or
non trustworthy. In some embodiments, third communica-
tions node B 104 may have a trust relationship with the second
node e.g., based on a past experience of dealing with each
other. Thus, third communications node may indicate trust-
worthiness of the second node in the second message, e.g., by
way of the rating level indicator. In some embodiments, the
second message also includes the information for verifying
that the information communicated by the first message has
not changed. Thus, we see that the second message includes
information to assist the first communications node in deter-
mining the trustworthiness of the second communications
node and integrity of the first message. However, it should be
appreciated that second message alone may not be sufficient
for the first communications node to decide on trustworthi-
ness of the second communications node. For example, in
some embodiments the first communications node may deter-
mine the trustworthiness of the information in the first mes-
sage when it receives, e.g., a high trustworthiness rating of the
second communications node, from a predetermined number,
e.g., five, of the first communications node’s trusted buddies.
Other criteria to determine the trustworthiness of the infor-
mation in the first message are used in some embodiments,
e.g., a trustworthiness value is calculated as a function of
trustworthiness information received from first communica-
tions device’s trusted buddies, and the trustworthiness value
is compared to a pass/fail limit. In some such embodiments,
the first communications device may weigh information from
different trusted buddies differently.

If it is determined that the information communicated by
the first message is trustworthy, then operation proceeds from
step 510 to step 512 wherein first communications node sends
a response message to the second communications node in
response to the first message. In some embodiments, the third
communications node has a trust relationship with the second
node. In some such embodiments the response message being
sent from the first communications node in response to the
first message, is sent through the third communications node.
Because of the routing of the response message through the
third node, the second node may trust the response message
and its contents. The operation proceeds from step 512 back
to step 504. On the other hand when it is determined that the
information communicated by the first message cannot be
trusted, operation proceeds from step 510 to step 514. In step
514, the first communications node refrains from transmitting
the response message in response to the received first mes-
sage. The operation proceeds from step 514 back to step 504.

In one exemplary embodiment, consider the flowchart of
FIG. 5 in the context of the example of FIG. 2. The (first
communications node, second communications node, third
communications node) of FIG. 5 are (node C 106, node A
102, node B 104) of FIG. 2, respectively. The (first message,
trust confirmation request message of step 506, second mes-
sage, response message) of FIG. 5 are (MSG 1 203, request
message 216, MSG 3 222, response 1 227), respectively.
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In another exemplary embodiment, consider the flowchart
of FIG. 5 in the context of the example of FIG. 3. The (first
communications node, second communications node, third
communications node) of FIG. 5 are (node C 106, node A
102, node B 104) of FIG. 3, respectively. The (first message,
trust confirmation request message of step 506, second mes-
sage, response message) of FIG. 5 are (MSG 1 303, request
(1) message 316, MSG 3 322, response 1 327), respectively.

In yet another exemplary embodiment, consider the flow-
chart of FIG. 5 in the context of the example of FIG. 4. The
(first communications node, second communications node,
third communications node) of FIG. 5 are (node C 106, node
A 102,nodeE 110) of FIG. 4, respectively. The (first message,
trust confirmation request message of step 507, second mes-
sage, response message) of FIG. 5 are (MSG 1 403, request
(1) message 416, message 429, response 1 433), respectively.

FIG. 6 illustrates an exemplary message format for an
exemplary second message 600, e.g., a trust propagation mes-
sage, in accordance with one embodiment. The exemplary
second message 600 shown in FIG. 6 may be used, e.g., as
message MSG 3 222 of FIG. 2, message MSG 3 322 of FIG.
3, message MSG 3 422 of FIG. 4, or the second message
discussed in the FIG. 5 flowchart. As shown in FIG. 6 the
exemplary second message 600 include three fields. Field 602
includes the second message source verification information.
In some embodiments the source verification information
may be, for example, a signature of the node sending the
second message 600. In some embodiments the source veri-
fication information may be, a message authentication code
(MAC). In some embodiments, the source verification infor-
mation includes both a signature and a MAC. The second field
604 of the exemplary second message 600 includes the infor-
mation to verify the integrity of a first message. The first
message is, e.g., MSG 1203 of FIG. 1, MSG 1 303 of FIG. 3,
MSG 1 403 of FIG. 4, or the first message of step 504 of
flowchart 500 of FIG. 5. Thus, field 604 includes information
for verifying that the information communicated by the first
message has not been altered. The third field 606 of the
exemplary second message 600, is a rating level indicator
indicating one of a plurality, e.g., two, three or more, of
possible rating levels. The rating level indicator indicates, in
some embodiments, one of a trustworthiness rating, a service
cost rating or a quality rating.

FIG. 7 illustrates an exemplary communications node 700,
which can be used as, e.g., the communication node C 106,
shown in the communications network of FI1G. 1, FIG. 2, FIG.
3 or FIG. 4. Communications node 700 may be, and in at least
one embodiment is, a mobile wireless terminal supporting
peer to peer communications and implementing a method in
accordance with flowchart 500 of FIG. 5. Communications
node 700 includes a processor 702 and memory 704 coupled
together via a bus 709 over which the various elements (702,
704) may interchange data and information. Communica-
tions node 700 further includes an input module 706 and an
output module 708 which may be coupled to the processor
702 as shown. However, in some embodiments the input
module 706 and output module 708 are located internal to the
processor 702. Input module 706 can receive input signals.
Input module 706 can, and in some embodiments does,
include a wireless receiver and/or a wired or optical input
interface for receiving input. Output module 708 may
include, and in some embodiments does include, a wireless
transmitter and/or a wired or optical output interface for trans-
mitting output. Processor 702 is configured to: receive a first
message from a second node said first message communicat-
ing information, receive a second message from a third node
with which there is a trust relationship, and determine the
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trustworthiness of the information communicated by the first
message based on information communicated by the second
message.

In one exemplary embodiment, the first message is mes-
sage MSG 1 203, e.g., a service offer message, the second
node is node A 102, the second message is MSG 3 222, and
the third node is node B 104. In another exemplary embodi-
ment, the first message is message MSG 1 303, e.g., a service
offer message, the second node is node A 102, the second
message is MSG 3 322, and the third node is node B 104. In
yet another exemplary embodiment, the first message is mes-
sage MSG 1 403, e.g., a service offer message, the second
node is node A 102, the second message is message 429, and
the third node is node E 110.

In some embodiments, the communications node 700 does
not have a pre-existing relationship with the second node. In
some embodiments the processor 702 is further configured to
communicate a trust confirmation request message to one or
more trusted nodes following receipt of the first message, the
third node being one of said one or more trusted nodes. In at
least one embodiment the second message is in response to
said trust confirmation request message. In some embodi-
ments the processor 702 is further configured to send the trust
confirmation request message to one or more trusted nodes
for propagation to a node having a trust relationship with the
second node, e.g., node A 102. In some embodiments, the
processor 702 is further configured to send a response mes-
sageto the second node after determining that the information
communicated in the first message is trustworthy. In at least
some embodiments the processor 702 is further configured to
send the response message to the second node through the
third node.

FIG. 8 is an assembly of modules 800 which can, and in
some embodiments are, used in the communications node
illustrated in FIG. 7, e.g., a first node. The modules in the
assembly 800 can be implemented in hardware within the
processor 702 of FIG. 7, e.g., as individual circuits. Alterna-
tively, the modules may be implemented in software and
stored in the memory 704 of the communications node 700
shown in FIG. 7. While shown in the FIG. 7 embodiment as a
single processor, e.g., computer, it should be appreciated that
the processor 702 may be implemented as one or more pro-
cessors, e.g., computers.

When implemented in software the modules include code,
which when executed by the processor 702, configure the
processor to implement the function corresponding to the
module. In embodiments where the assembly of modules 800
is stored in the memory 704, the memory 704 is a computer
program product comprising a computer readable medium
comprising code, e.g., individual code for each module, for
causing at least one computer, e.g., processor 702, to imple-
ment the functions to which the modules correspond.

Completely hardware based or completely software based
modules may be used. However, it should be appreciated that
any combination of software and hardware (e.g., circuit
implemented) modules may be used to implement the func-
tions. As should be appreciated, the modules illustrated in
FIG. 8 control and/or configure the communications node 700
or elements therein such as the processor 702, to perform the
functions of the corresponding steps illustrated in the method
flowchart of FIG. 5.

As illustrated in FIG. 8, the assembly of modules 800
includes a module 802 for receiving a first message from a
second communications node, said first message communi-
cating information, a module 804 for communicating a trust
confirmation request message to one or more trusted nodes, a
module 806 for sending a trust confirmation request message
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to one or more trusted nodes for propagation to a node having
a trust relationship with the second communications node,
and a module 808 for receiving a second message from a third
communications node with which there is a trust relationship,
said third communications node being one of said one or more
trusted nodes. The modules 804 and 806 are optional. One or
more of optional modules 804 and 806 are present in some
embodiments, while in some other embodiments modules
804 and 806 are omitted. The assembly of modules 800 fur-
ther includes a module 810 for determining the trustworthi-
ness of the information communicated by the first message
based on information communicated in the second message,
and a module 812 for sending a response message to the
second communications node after determining that the
information communicated by the first message is trustwor-
thy. In some embodiments the information communicated by
the second message includes second message source verifi-
cation information, e.g., signature, message authentication
code, and/or other information for verifying that the informa-
tion communicated by the first message has not been altered.
In some embodiments the information communicated in the
second message further includes a rating level indicator indi-
cating one of a plurality of possible rating levels. In some such
embodiments the rating level indicator indicates one of a
trustworthiness rating, a service cost rating, or a quality rat-
ing. In some embodiments the first node using the assembly
of modules 800 does not have a preexisting trust relationship
with the second node. In some embodiments the first message
includes at least one of a service offer, service request, adver-
tisement, and media content. In some embodiments the first
message further includes location information. In some
embodiments the location information is GPS based location
information.

FIG. 9 is a flowchart 900 of an exemplary method of
operating a first communications node, e.g., peer to peer
communications node B 104 of FIG. 1, in accordance with an
exemplary embodiment. Operation of the exemplary method
starts in step 902 where the first communications node is
powered on and initialized. Operation proceeds from start
step 902 to steps 903 and 904. It should be appreciated that
steps 903 and 904 may, but need not be, performed in parallel
and independently.

In step 903 the first communications node receives a sec-
ond message from a second communications node, e.g., node
A 102. In various embodiments, the second message includes
at least one of a service offer, service request, advertisement
and media content. In one example, the second message is,
e.g., a service offer message. In some embodiments the sec-
ond message includes location information. In some such
embodiments the location information is global positioning
system (GPS) based location information. For example, in the
case where the second message is a service offer message and
the service being offered is, e.g., a car ride, the location
information in the service offer message may be the location
of an area from where the sender of service offer message
would like to pick-up interested parties. Alternatively, the
location information could be some other location, e.g., an
area where the sender of the service offer message is currently
located. Operation proceeds from step 903 to step 905.

Returning to step 904, in step 904 the first communications
node receives a first message, e.g., trust build-up message,
from the second communications node, the first message
including message source verification information and a mes-
sage identifier identifying the second message sent from the
second communications node. The first communications
node has a trust relationship with the second communications
node. The second message is the message received in step
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903. The message identifier is, e.g., hash or a unique identifier
that can be used to identify the second message. Thus in
accordance with an exemplary embodiment, the first message
includes information to validate the second message sent
from the second communications node. The operation pro-
ceeds from step 904 to 905.

In step 905 the first communications node validates the
second message. The first node uses information, e.g., hash or
other unique identifier, communicated by the first message,
along with other relevant information included in the second
message to check the validity of the second message. In some
embodiments the second message includes, e.g., hash gener-
ated from the first message and a nonce. In some such
embodiments, the first message may also include, the nonce
carried in the second message. The first message may, and
sometimes does, carry the signature of the sender. Thus, using
the information communicated by the first message, and
information included in the second message, the first com-
munications node validates the second message. It should be
appreciated that the first communications node performs the
validation operation to verify and/or ensure, e.g., that the
payload of the second message has not been altered. The
operation proceeds from step 905 to 906.

In step 906 the first communications node receives a trust
confirmation request message from a third communications
node, e.g., node C 106, with which it has a trust relationship.
The third communications node may be interested in using
the offered service indicated in the second message and may
send the trust confirmation request message to one or more of
its trusted buddies to gather, e.g., trustworthiness informa-
tion, regarding the second communications node. Since the
first communications node is a trusted buddy of the third
communications node, it receives the trust confirmation
request message. In some embodiments, the trust confirma-
tion request message includes the message identifier identi-
fying the second message and at least one of a sender signa-
ture, e.g., node C 106 signature, or message authentication
code. It should be appreciated that the trust confirmation
request message may carry this information, for example, so
that the first communications node receiving the trust confir-
mation request message may know that the trust confirmation
request is made by a trusted buddy, and secondly so that the
first communications node may identify the message and/or
the sender regarding which third communications secks the
trustworthiness information. The operation proceeds from
step 906 to step 908.

In step 908, the first communications node generates a third
message, e.g., a trust propagation message, using the message
identifier identifying the second message, which was
included in the first message. The third message, in some
embodiments, includes fields that are derived from or based
on one or more fields in the first message. In some embodi-
ments, as part of generating the third message in step 908,
sub-step 910 is performed. In sub-step 910 second message
validation information, e.g., a one way hash value and/or a
key, which can be used to verify the authenticity and/or integ-
rity of the second message, is included in the third message.
Thus, in some embodiments, information for verifying that
the contents of the second message have not been altered is
included in the third message. This allows a node receiving
the third message, to verify the authenticity and/or integrity of
the second message.

Operation proceeds from step 908 to step 912 wherein a
determination is made whether or not the first communica-
tions node is within one of a predetermined range of the
location indicated in the second message or within a range,
indicated in the second message, of the location indicated in
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the second message. The range may be, e.g., a value that the
user of the second communications node may set prior to
sending the second message. In the event, when in step 912 it
is determined that the first communications node is not within
one of: 1) a predetermined range of the location indicated in
the second message or ii) within a range, indicated in the
second message, of the location indicated in the second mes-
sage, then operation proceeds from step 912 to step 913 where
the first communications node refrains from transmitting the
third message. The operation proceeds from step 913 back to
steps 903 and 904.

In some embodiments, when it is determined that the first
communications node is within one of a predetermined range
of the location indicated in the second message or within a
range, indicated in the second message, of the location indi-
cated in the second message, then operation proceeds from
step 912 to step 914. In step 914, the first communications
node transmits the generated third message to the third com-
munications node, the third message including message
source verification information and the message identifier
identifying the second message. Note that there is a trust
relationship between the third communications node and the
first communications node. The source verification informa-
tion is, for example, the signature of the first communications
node transmitting the third message. In some embodiments,
the third message is transmitted in response to the trust con-
firmation request message, received by the first communica-
tions node in step 906. It should be appreciated that since the
third message is signed by the first communications node, this
allows the third node to recognize that third message is com-
ing from its trusted buddy. Secondly, since the unique iden-
tifier identifying the second message is included in the third
message, this allows third communications node to veritfy that
the information communicated in the second message is
valid. The operation proceeds from step 914 to 916.

In step 916 the first communications node receives a
response to the second message from the third communica-
tions node. In some embodiments, the third communications
node sends the response after determining that the informa-
tion communicated by the second message is trustworthy.
The received response may be, for example, an indication
and/or an acknowledgment that the third communications
node is interested in using the service offered by the second
communications node and would like to interact directly with
the second communications node.

Operation proceeds from step 916 to step 918 wherein the
first communications node communicates the received
response to the second communications node. In some
embodiments, the received response is communicated with
security information corresponding to the first communica-
tions node, from the first communications node to the second
communications node. Operation proceeds from step 918 to
the inputs of steps 903 and 904.

In one exemplary embodiment where flowchart 900 is con-
sidered corresponding to the example of FIG. 2, the first
communications node is node B 104, the second communi-
cations node is node A 102, the third communications node is
node C 106, the second message is MSG 1 203, the first
message is message MSG 2 210, the trust confirmation
request message is message 216, the third message is message
MSG 3 222, the received response is response 1 message 227,
and the communicated response to the second communica-
tions node with optional security information is response 2
message 229.

In another exemplary embodiment where flowchart 900 is
considered corresponding to the example of FIG. 3, the first
communications node is node B 104, the second communi-
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cations node is node A 102, the third communications node is
node C 106, the second message is MSG 1 303, the first
message is message MSG 2 310, the trust confirmation
request message is message 316, the third message is message
MSG 3 322, the received response is response 1 message 327,
and the communicated response to the second communica-
tions node with optional security information is response 2
message 329.

Inyetanother exemplary embodiment where flowchart 900
is considered corresponding to the example of FIG. 4, the first
communications node is node B 104, the second communi-
cations node is node A 102, the third communications node is
node C 106, the second message is MSG 1 403, the first
message is message MSG 2 410, the trust confirmation
request message is message 416', the third message is mes-
sage MSG 3 422, the received response is response 2 message
435, and the communicated response to the second commu-
nications node with optional security information is response
3 message 437.

FIGS. 10, 11 and 12 show different exemplary message
formats of exemplary trust confirmation request messages.
Formats described in FIGS. 10, 11 and 12 may be used for any
of'the exemplary trust confirmation request messages includ-
ing message 216 of FIG. 2, message 316 of FIG. 3, message
316' of FIG. 3, or message 416 of FIG. 4 or message 416' of
FIG. 4.

As discussed earlier, a communications node interested in,
e.g., a service, offered by another user by way of, e.g., the
service request message, may wish to gather sufficient cred-
ibility or trustworthiness information about the node sending
the service offer message. In some examples we have dis-
cussed, node A 102 advertises a service offer message, and
node C 106 may be interested in the offered service. Thus,
following the receipt of service offer message, node C 106
sends a trust confirmation request message to one or more of
its trusted peers. The trust confirmation request message may
be, for example, a request to node C’s trusted peers to confirm
if the sender of the service offer message and the contents of
the message can be trusted. There is a reasonable probability
that in a geographic area, one or more nodes trusted by node
C 106 may be aware of the reputation of node A 102, e.g., due
to a past dealing with node A 102.

Insome embodiments, even if a node trusted by node C 106
is not aware of the trustworthiness of node A 102, it may be
able to help node C 106 by forwarding the trust confirmation
request message to its own list of trusted nodes which may in
turn pass on the message further. For example, in FIG. 4 node
E 110 forwards received trust confirmation request message
416 as message 416' to node B 104.

In some particular examples discussed below with regards
to FIGS. 10, 11 and 12 consider that node A 102 is the node
advertising a service offer message, node C 106 is the node
which is interested in the offered service, and node B 104 is a
node that has a trust relationship with both node A 102 and
node C 106.

FIG. 10 is a drawing that illustrates one exemplary format
of a trust confirmation request message 1000. The exemplary
trust confirmation request message 1000 includes a field 1002
for a message identifier identitying a second message, a field
1004 for a sender signature, and an optional field 1006 for a
message authentication code.

For the purpose of explanation, consider that trust confir-
mation request message 1000 is message 216 of FIG. 2. The
second message is, e.g. message MSG 1 203 of FIG. 2.
Message identifier field 1002, among other things, may help
the node receiving the trust confirmation request message
1000 identify which advertisement message/service offer
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message is being questioned or talked about, since it is pos-
sible that more than one advertisement message had been
received by communications node B 104.

The sender signature 1004 may be, e.g., communications
node C’s 106 signature. The sender’s signature helps the
receiving node B 104 receiving trust confirmation request
message 1000 determine that the trust confirmation request is
being made by a trusted buddy. In some embodiments when
trust confirmation request message 1000 is received from a
non-trusted user, the node receiving such a request, e.g., node
B 104, may simply decide not to reply and may ignore the
request. The exemplary trust confirmation request message
1000 may further include an optional field 1006 for a message
authentication code (MAC). The optional MAC field 1006 is
shown using a box with dashed lines. The optional MAC field,
if present, provides an extra level of protection for the trust
confirmation request message’s data integrity as well as
authenticity.

FIG. 11 shows a drawing illustrating yet another exemplary
format of the exemplary trust confirmation request message
1100. The exemplary trust confirmation request message
1100 includes a field 1102 for a message identifier identifying
a second message, a field 1106 for a message authentication
code, and an optional field 1104 for a sender signature. Field
1102 of FIG. 11 is the same or similar to field 1002 of F1G. 10;
field 1106 of FIG. 11 is the same or similar to field 1006 of
FIG. 10; field 1104 of FIG. 11 is the same or similar to field
1004 of F1G. 10. In this particular embodiment of FIG. 11, the
sender signature field 1104 is optional, and thus may or may
not be present.

FIG. 12 is a drawing 1200 that illustrates another exem-
plary format of a trust confirmation request message 1200.
The exemplary trust confirmation request message 1200
includes a field 1202 for a message identifier identifying a
second message, a field 1206 for a message authentication
code, and a field 1204 for a sender signature. Field 1202 of
FIG. 12 is the same or similar to field 1002 of FIG. 10; field
1206 of FIG. 12 is the same or similar to field 1006 of F1G. 10;
field 1204 of FIG. 12 is the same or similar to field 1004 of
FIG. 10. In the format used by trust confirmation request
message 1200 each of the three fields 1202, 1206 and 1204
are normally included.

FIG. 13 illustrates an exemplary communications node
1300, which can be used as, e.g., the communication node B
104, shown in the communications network of FIG. 1. Com-
munications node 1300 may be, and in at least one embodi-
ment is, a mobile wireless terminal supporting peer to peer
communications and implementing a method in accordance
with flowchart 900 of FIG. 9. Communications node 1300
includes a processor 1302 and memory 1304 coupled
together via a bus 1309 over which the various elements
(1302, 1304) may interchange data and information. Com-
munications node 1300 further includes an input module
1306 and an output module 1308 which may be coupled to the
processor 1302 as shown. However, in some embodiments
the input module 1306 and output module 1308 are located
internal to the processor 1302. Input module 1306 can receive
input signals. Input module 1306 can, and in some embodi-
ments does, include a wireless receiver and/or a wired or
optical input interface for receiving input. Output module
1308 may, and in some embodiments does, include a wireless
transmitter and/or a wired or optical output interface for trans-
mitting output.

Processor 1302 is configured to: receive a first message
from a second communications node, e.g., node A 102, with
which there is a trust relationship, the first message including
message source verification information and a message iden-
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tifier identifying a second message sent from the second
communications node, and transmit a third message to a third
communications node with which there is a trust relationship,
the third message including message source verification
information and said message identifier. In some embodi-
ments the second message includes location information. In
some embodiments the processor 1302 is further configured
to determine, prior to transmitting the third message, if the
first node, i.e., communication node 1300, is within one of a
predetermined range of the location indicated in the second
message or within a range, indicated in the second message,
of the location indicated in the second message. In some
embodiments the processor is configured to refrain from
transmitting the third message when it is determined that the
first communications node 1300 is not within one of: i) a
predetermined range of the location indicated in the second
message or ii) within a range, indicated in the second mes-
sage, of the location indicated in the second message.

In some embodiments the processor 1302 is further con-
figured to receive the second message, e.g., prior to transmit-
ting the third message, validate the second message, and
generate the third message using said identifier. In some
embodiments, in generating the third message, the processor
1302 is further configured to include in said third message,
the second message validation information, e.g., a one way
hash value or key, which can be used to verify the authenticity
and/or integrity of the second message.

Processor 1302, in some embodiments, is further config-
ured to receive a trust confirmation request message, from the
third communications node, prior to transmitting the third
message. In some embodiments, the processor 1302 is con-
figured to transmit the third message in response to said trust
confirmation request message. In some embodiments the
trust confirmation request message includes said message
identifier, and at least one of a sender signature or message
authentication code (MAC). In some embodiments the pro-
cessor 1302 is further configured to receive a response, to the
second message from the third communications node, and
communicate the response to the second communications
node. In some embodiments the processor 1302 is further
configured to communicate the response to the second com-
munications node, optionally with security information cor-
responding to the first communications node 1300.

In one exemplary embodiment corresponding to the
example of FIG. 2, the first communications node 1300 is
node B 104, the second communications node is node A 102,
the third communications node is node C 106, the second
message is MSG 1 203, the first message is message MSG 2
210, the trust confirmation request message is message 216,
the third message is message MSG 3 222, the received
response is response 1 message 227, and the communicated
response to the second communications node with optional
security information is response 2 message 229.

In another exemplary embodiment corresponding to the
example of FIG. 3, the first communications node 1300 is
node B 104, the second communications node is node A 102,
the third communications node is node C 106, the second
message is MSG 1 303, the first message is message MSG 2
310, the trust confirmation request message is message 316,
the third message is message MSG 3 322, the received
response is response 1 message 327, and the communicated
response to the second communications node with optional
security information is response 2 message 329.

In yet another exemplary embodiment corresponding to
the example of FIG. 4, the first communications node 1300 is
node B 104, the second communications node is node A 102,
the third communications node is node C 106, the second
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message is MSG 1 403, the first message is message MSG 2
410, the trust confirmation request message is message 416,
the third message is message MSG 3 422, the received
response is response 2 message 435, and the communicated
response to the second communications node with optional
security information is response 3 message 437.

FIG. 14 is an assembly of modules 1400 which can, and in
some embodiments are, used in the communications node
illustrated in FIG. 13, e.g., a first communications node. The
modules in the assembly 1400 can be implemented in hard-
ware within the processor 1302 of FIG. 13, e.g., as individual
circuits. Alternatively, the modules may be implemented in
software and stored in the memory 1304 of the communica-
tions node 1300 shown in FIG. 13. While shown in the FIG.
13 embodiment as a single processor, e.g., computer, it should
be appreciated that the processor 1302 may be implemented
as one or more processors, e.g., computers.

When implemented in software the modules include code,
which when executed by the processor 1302, configure the
processor to implement the function corresponding to the
module. In embodiments where the assembly of modules
1400 is stored in the memory 1304, the memory 1304 is a
computer program product comprising a computer readable
medium comprising code, e.g., individual code for each mod-
ule, for causing at least one computer, e.g., processor 1302, to
implement the functions to which the modules correspond.

Completely hardware based or completely software based
modules may be used. However, it should be appreciated that
any combination of software and hardware (e.g., circuit
implemented) modules may be used to implement the func-
tions. As should be appreciated, the modules illustrated in
FIG. 14 control and/or configure the communications node
1300 or elements therein such as the processor 1302, to per-
form the functions of the corresponding steps illustrated in
the method flowchart of FIG. 9.

As illustrated in FIG. 14, the assembly of modules 1400
includes a module 1402 for receiving a first message from a
second communications node with which there is a trust
relationship, the first message including message source veri-
fication information and a message identifier identifying a
second message sent from the second communications node,
a module 1403 for receiving the second message from the
second communications node, a module 1404 for validating
the second message, a module 1406 for receiving a trust
confirmation request message from a third communications
node. In some embodiments the assembly of modules 1400
further includes a module 1408 for generating the third mes-
sage using the message identifier. The message identifier is
the message identifier received in the first message. In some
such embodiments, module 1408 includes a module 1410 for
including in the third message, second message validation
information which can be used to verify the authenticity
and/or integrity of the second message.

In some embodiments the second message includes loca-
tion information. In some embodiments the assembly of mod-
ules 1400 further includes a module 1412 for determining if
the first communications node, e.g., node 1300 that uses the
assembly of modules 1400, is within one of a predetermined
range of the location indicated in the second message or
within a range, indicated in the second message, of the loca-
tion indicated in the second message. The assembly of mod-
ules 1400 further includes a module 1414 for transmitting the
third message to the third communications node with which
there is a trust relationship, the third message including mes-
sage source verification information and said message iden-
tifier, a module 1416 for receiving a response to the second
message from the third communications node, and a module
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1418 for communicating the response to the second commu-
nications node, optionally with security information corre-
sponding to the first node 1300 using the assembly of modules
1400.

Methods and apparatus for wireless communications in
networks, e.g., regional ad hoc peer to peer networks, are
described. Among the described methods and apparatus are
methods and apparatus for communicating information and
building trust between various communications devices, e.g.,
nodes, which support peer to peer signaling.

In one exemplary embodiment, a user in an ad hoc network
is able to transmit, e.g., multicast, different types of messages,
e.g., advertisements, request, news, etc., to other users located
within the range of his/her device. Receiving users, who have
never dealt with the sender before, would normally have no
way to determine whether or not the sender could be trusted
and whether or not it is worthwhile to spend time to reply to
the sender’s message. Note that such a lack of trust is inde-
pendent from being able to validate the signature carried by
the message. In fact, a malicious user can sign and transmit,
e.g., multicast, the message and the receivers may be able to
validate the signature but this does not mean that the sender is
sincere about his/her intention. For example, a malicious user
can sign and transmit, e.g., multicast, the message “Who’s
interested in a free ride to Manhattan in one hour?”, but the
malicious sender may never show up to perform the offered
service. Consequently, under such a scenario, a victim may
end up wasting his or her time waiting for the promised ride.
Similar trust issue considerations can be problematic from the
sender’s perspective. For example, while the sender may be
willing to give a free ride to Manhattan, e.g., in order to gain
the benefits associated with a car pool lane and/or reduced
toll, he or she may not receive any guests. For example,
potential guests receiving the message including the offer
may not have an existing trust relationship with the person
offering the ride and may ignore the offer, e.g., out of safety
concerns, dependability concerns, and/or offer sincerity con-
cerns.

Various novel methods and apparatus facilitate a receiver
of'a message from a sender with which the receiver does not
have an existing trust relationship to determine whether or not
the sender can be trusted and/or whether or not it is worth-
while to reply to the sender’s message. New methods and
apparatus allow peer devices operating in a geographic region
to gather credibility information about each other and build-
up trust. In some, but not necessarily all embodiments, an
individual device may maintain a list of its trusted peers.
Different devices may have different lists of trusted peers.
There can be, and generally is, some overlap between at least
some of the different lists. The overlap is useful in propagat-
ing trust information. A device’s maintained trust information
can later on be propagated to other users, e.g., facilitating a
trustworthiness determination regarding information in a
received message from a sender with which the receiver does
not have a current trust relationship.

Various methods and apparatus are beneficial to encourag-
ing users to launch new types of social real time applications
which may rely on peer-to-peer connections and/or are ben-
eficial in implementing social real time applications using
peer-to peer connections. An advantage of at least some of the
exemplary novel described methods and apparatus for pro-
viding trust between different users relates to their scalability.
Due to their adhoc nature, peer-to-peer connections in a cer-
tain area can have a very random size which can also vary at
high speed. To successfully adapt to these variations, the
performance of a successful solution should ideally increase
with the number of users. In various described exemplary
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embodiments, performance increases with the number of
users. Another concern can be how to protect the user’s pri-
vacy. Sometimes when sending a message, e.g., a request, the
sender may not desire to disclose its true identity in the
message. Various described embodiments, allow a sender to
protect its privacy while still allowing a receiver to gather
trust information regarding the sender. In some embodiments,
the receiver may be allowed to discover the sender’s real
identity subsequently, e.g. when negotiating directly with
him/her.

From the above discussion it should be appreciated that
numerous variations and embodiments are possible.

The techniques of various embodiments may be imple-
mented using software, hardware and/or a combination of
software and hardware. Various embodiments are directed to
apparatus, e.g., mobile nodes such as mobile terminals, base
stations, communications system. Various embodiments are
also directed to methods, e.g., method of controlling and/or
operating mobile nodes, stationary nodes, base stations, relay
stations, relay nodes, and/or communications systems, e.g.,
hosts. Various embodiments are also directed to machine,
e.g., computer, readable medium, e.g., ROM, RAM, CDs,
hard discs, etc., which include machine readable instructions
for controlling a machine to implement one or more steps of
a method. Various features are directed to novel messages
and/or the use of novel messages. The messages are gener-
ated, stored and/or communicated. As part of the communi-
cations processes one or more of the messages are stored prior
to transmission and stored upon receipt. Thus, some features
are directed to a memory device, e.g., computer readable
medium, having stored thereon one or more of the messages
described in the present application. In many cases the mes-
sages provide efficiency in terms of their data structure and/or
other benefits, over other message formats which might be
used, such as the ability to easily identify and access some
information in the message.

It is understood that the specific order or hierarchy of steps
in the processes disclosed is an example of exemplary
approaches. Based upon design preferences, it is understood
that the specific order or hierarchy of steps in the processes
may be rearranged while remaining within the scope of the
present disclosure. The accompanying method claims present
elements of the various steps in a sample order, and are not
meant to be limited to the specific order or hierarchy pre-
sented.

In various embodiments nodes described herein are imple-
mented using one or more modules to perform the steps
corresponding to one or more methods, for example, signal
processing, message generation, determination, and/or trans-
mission steps, etc. Thus, in some embodiments various fea-
tures are implemented using modules. Such modules may be
implemented using software, hardware or a combination of
software and hardware. Many of the above described methods
or method steps can be implemented using machine execut-
able instructions, such as software, included in a machine
readable medium such as a memory device, e.g., RAM,
floppy disk, etc. to control a machine, e.g., general purpose
computer with or without additional hardware, to implement
all or portions of the above described methods, e.g., in one or
more nodes. Accordingly, among other things, various
embodiments are directed to a machine-readable medium
including machine executable instructions for causing a
machine, e.g., processor and associated hardware, to perform
one or more of the steps of the above-described method(s).
Some embodiments are directed to a device, e.g., communi-

10

25

30

40

45

24

cations node, including a processor configured to implement
one, multiple or all of the steps of one or more methods of the
invention.

In some embodiments, the processor or processors, e.g.,
CPUs, of one or more devices, e.g., communications nodes
such as access nodes and/or wireless terminals, are config-
ured to perform the steps of the methods described as being
performed by the communications nodes. The configuration
of the processor may be achieved by using one or more
modules, e.g., software modules, to control processor con-
figuration and/or by including hardware in the processor, e.g.,
hardware modules, to perform the recited steps and/or control
processor configuration. Accordingly, some but not all
embodiments are directed to a device, e.g., communications
node, with a processor which includes a module correspond-
ing to each of the steps of the various described methods
performed by the device in which the processor is included. In
some but not all embodiments a device, e.g., communications
node, includes a module corresponding to each of the steps of
the various described methods performed by the device in
which the processor is included. The modules may be imple-
mented using software and/or hardware.

Some embodiments are directed to a computer program
product comprising a computer-readable medium comprising
code for causing a computer, or multiple computers, to imple-
ment various functions, steps, acts and/or operations, e.g. one
or more steps described above. Depending on the embodi-
ment, the computer program product can, and sometimes
does, include different code for each step to be performed.
Thus, the computer program product may, and sometimes
does, include code for each individual step of a method, e.g.,
a method of controlling a communications device or node.
The code may be in the form of machine, e.g., computer,
executable instructions stored on a computer-readable
medium such as a RAM (Random Access Memory), ROM
(Read Only Memory) or other type of storage device. In
addition to being directed to a computer program product,
some embodiments are directed to a processor configured to
implement one or more of the various functions, steps, acts
and/or operations of one or more methods described above.
Accordingly, some embodiments are directed to a processor,
e.g., CPU, configured to implement some or all of the steps of
the methods described herein. The processor may be for use
in, e.g., a communications device or other device described in
the present application.

While described in the context of an OFDM system, at least
some of the methods and apparatus of various embodiments
are applicable to a wide range of communications systems
including many non-OFDM and/or non-cellular systems.

Numerous additional variations on the methods and appa-
ratus of the various embodiments described above will be
apparent to those skilled in the art in view of the above
description. Such variations are to be considered within the
scope. The methods and apparatus may be, and in various
embodiments are, used with CDMA, orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM), and/or various other types of
communications techniques which may be used to provide
wireless communications links between access nodes and
mobile nodes. In some embodiments the access nodes are
implemented as base stations which establish communica-
tions links with mobile nodes using OFDM and/or CDMA. In
various embodiments the mobile nodes are implemented as
notebook computers, personal data assistants (PDAs), or
other portable devices including receiver/transmitter circuits
and logic and/or routines, for implementing the methods.
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What is claimed is:

1. A method, comprising:

operating a first communications node including a proces-

sor to receive a first message comprising a multicast
message from a second communications node, said first
message communicating information;

operating the first communications node to receive a sec-

ond message from a third communications node with
which there is a trust relationship, wherein the third
communications node is within a particular range of a
location indicated by the first message, the second mes-
sage including message source verification information
and information for verifying that the information com-
municated by the first message comprising the multicast
message has not been altered; and

operating the first communications node to determine the

trustworthiness of the information communicated by the
first message based on information communicated by
the second message.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the information for
verifying that the information communicated by the first mes-
sage has not been altered is one of a one way hash value or a
key, which can be used to verify the integrity of the first
message.

3. The method of claim 2,

wherein the message source verification is a message

authentication code; and

wherein the information communicated by the second

message further includes a rating level indicator indicat-
ing one of a plurality of possible rating levels.

4. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

communicating a trust confirmation request message to

one or more trusted nodes following receipt of said first
message, said third communications node being one of
said one or more trusted nodes.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein said second message is
in response to said trust confirmation request message.

6. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

after determining that the information communicated by

the first message is trustworthy, sending a response mes-
sage to the second communications node.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein said third communica-
tions node is a communications node which received said first
message comprising the multicast message from the second
communications node.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein said information for
verifying that the information communicated by the first mes-
sage has not been altered includes information that was
received by said third node from the second node.

9. A first communications node comprising:

means for receiving a first message comprising a multicast

message from a second communications node, said first
message communicating information;

means for receiving a second message from a third com-

munications node with which there is a trust relation-
ship, wherein the third communications node is within a
particular range of a location indicated by the first mes-
sage, the second message including message source
verification information and information for verifying
that the information communicated by the first message
comprising the multicast message has not been altered;
and

means for determining the trustworthiness of the informa-

tion communicated by the first message based on infor-
mation communicated by the second message.

10. The first communications node of claim 9, wherein the
information for veritying that the information communicated
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by the first message has not been altered is one of a one way
hash value or a key, which can be used to verify the integrity
of the first message.

11. The first communications node of claim 10, wherein the
information communicated by the second message further
includes a rating level indicator indicating one of a plurality
of possible rating levels.

12. The first communications node of claim 9, further
comprising:

means for communicating a trust confirmation request

message to one or more trusted nodes following receipt
of said first message, said third communications node
being one of said one or more trusted nodes.

13. A computer program product for use in a first commu-
nications node, comprising:

a non-transitory computer readable medium comprising:

code for causing at least one computer to receive a first
message comprising a multicast message from a sec-
ond communications node, said first message com-
municating information;

code for causing the at least one computer to receive a
second message from a third communications node
with which there is a trust relationship, wherein the
third communications node is within a particular
range of a location indicated by the first message, the
second message including message source verifica-
tion information and information for verifying that
the information communicated by the first message
comprising the multicast message has not been
altered; and

code for causing the at least one computer to determine
the trustworthiness of the information communicated
by the first message based on information communi-
cated by the second message.

14. A first communications node comprising:

at least one processor configured to:

receive a first message comprising a multicast message
from a second communications node, said first mes-
sage communicating information;

receive a second message from a third communications
node with which there is a trust relationship, wherein
the third communications node is within a particular
range of a location indicated by the first message, the
second message including message source verifica-
tion information and information for verifying that
the information communicated by the first message
comprising a multicast message has not been altered;
and

determine the trustworthiness of the information com-
municated by the first message based on information
communicated by the second message; and

a memory coupled to said at least one processor.

15. The first communications node of claim 14, wherein the
information for veritying that the information communicated
by the first message has not been altered is one of a one way
hash value or a key, which can be used to verify the integrity
of the first message.

16. The first communications node of claim 14, wherein the
at least one processor is further configured to:

communicate a trust confirmation request message to one

or more trusted nodes following receipt of said first
message, said third communications node being one of
said one or more trusted nodes.

17. The first communications node of claim 14, wherein the
at least one processor is further configured to:
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send a response message to the second communications
node after determining that the information communi-
cated by the first message is trustworthy.
18. A method, comprising:
operating a first communications node including a proces-
sor to receive a first message from a second communi-
cations node with which there is a trust relationship, the
first message including message source verification
information and a message identifier identifying a sec-
ond message comprising a multicast message sent from
the second communications node;
receiving the second message;
operating the first communications node to determine if the
first communications node is within a particular range of
a location indicated by the second message; and

in response to determining that the first communications
node is within the particular range of the location indi-
cated by the second message, operating the first commu-
nications node to transmit a third message to a third
communications node with which there is a trust rela-
tionship, the third message including message source
verification information and said message identifier.

19. The method of claim 18, further comprising:

validating said second message; and

generating said third message using said message identi-

fier.

20. The method of claim 18, further comprising:

receiving a trust confirmation request message from the

third communications node prior to said transmitting,
said third message being transmitted in response to said
trust confirmation request message.

21. The method of claim 20, wherein said trust confirma-
tion request message includes said message identifier and at
least one of a sender signature or a message authentication
code.

22. The method of claim 20, further comprising:

receiving a response to said second message from the third

communications node; and

communicating the response to the second communica-

tions node.

23. The method of claim 22, wherein said communicating
the response to the second communications node comprises
communicating the response with security information cor-
responding to the first communications node.

24. A first communications node comprising:

means for receiving a first message from a second commu-

nications node with which there is a trust relationship,
the first message including message source verification
information and a message identifier identifying a sec-
ond message comprising a multicast message sent from
the second communications node;

means for receiving the second message;

means for determining if the first communications node is

within a particular range of a location indicated by the
second message; and

means for, in response to the means for determining deter-

mining that the first communications node is within the
particular range of the location indicated by the second
message, transmitting a third message to a third commu-
nications node with which there is a trust relationship,
the third message including message source verification
information and said message identifier.

25. The first communications node of claim 24, further
comprising:

means for validating said second message; and

means for generating said third message using said mes-

sage identifier.

26. The first communications node of claim 24, further
comprising:

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

55

60

28

means for receiving a trust confirmation request message
from the third communications node prior to said trans-
mitting, said third message being transmitted in
response to said trust confirmation request message.
27. The first communications node of claim 26, wherein
said trust confirmation request message includes said mes-
sage identifier and at least one of a sender signature or a
message authentication code.
28. A computer program product for use in a first commu-
nications node, comprising:
a non-transitory computer readable medium comprising:
code for causing at least one computer to receive a first
message from a second communications node with
which there is a trust relationship, the first message
including message source verification information
and a message identifier identifying a second message
comprising a multicast message sent from the second
communications node;
code for causing the at least one computer to receive the
second message;
code for causing the at least one computer to determine
ifthe first communications node is within a particular
range of a location indicated by the second message;
and
code for, in response to determining that the first com-
munications node is within the particular range of the
location indicated by the second message, causing the
at least one computer to transmit a third message to a
third communications node with which there is a trust
relationship, the third message including message
source verification information and said message
identifier.
29. A first communications node comprising:
at least one processor configured to:
receive a first message from a second communications
node with which there is a trust relationship, the first
message including message source verification infor-
mation and a message identifier identifying a second
message comprising a multicast message sent from
the second communications node;
receive the second message;
determine if the first communications node is within a
particular range of a location indicated by the second
message; and
in response to determining that the first communications
node is within the particular range of the location
indicated by the second message, transmit a third
message to a third communications node with which
there is a trust relationship, the third message includ-
ing message source verification information and said
message identifier; and
a memory coupled to said at least one processor.
30. The first communications node of claim 29, wherein the
at least one processor is further configured to:
validate said second message; and
generate said third message using said message identifier.
31. The first communications node of claim 29, wherein the
at least one processor is further configured to:
receive a trust confirmation request message from the third
communications node prior to said transmitting, said
third message being transmitted in response to said trust
confirmation request message.
32. The first communications node of claim 31, wherein the
at least one processor is further configured to:
receive a response to said second message from the third
communications node; and
communicate the response to the second communications
node.



